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S. 1314
At the request of Mr. BOOKER, the
name of the Senator from Oregon (Mr.
WYDEN) was added as a cosponsor of S.
1314, a bill to establish an interim rule
for the operation of small unmanned
aircraft for commercial purposes and
their safe integration into the national
airspace system.
S. 1360
At the request of Mr. NELSON, the
name of the Senator from Pennsyl-
vania (Mr. CASEY) was added as a co-
sponsor of S. 1360, a bill to amend the
limitation on liability for passenger
rail accidents or incidents under sec-
tion 28103 of title 49, United States
Code, and for other purposes.
S. 1382
At the request of Mrs. GILLIBRAND,
the names of the Senator from Mary-
land (Mr. CARDIN) and the Senator from
California (Mrs. FEINSTEIN) were added
as cosponsors of S. 1382, a bill to pro-
hibit discrimination in adoption or fos-
ter care placements based on the sex-
ual orientation, gender identity, or
marital status of any prospective adop-
tive or foster parent, or the sexual ori-
entation or gender identity of the child
involved.
S. 1466
At the request of Mr. KIRK, the name
of the Senator from Nevada (Mr. HELL-
ER) was added as a cosponsor of S. 1466,
a bill to amend title XVIII of the So-
cial Security Act to modify payment
under the Medicare program for out-
patient department procedures that
utilize drugs as supplies, and for other
purposes.
S. 1491
At the request of Mr. BROWN, the
name of the Senator from Wisconsin
(Ms. BALDWIN) was added as a cospon-
sor of S. 1491, a bill to provide sensible
relief to community financial institu-
tions, to protect consumers, and for
other purposes.
S. 1532
At the request of Mrs. MURRAY, the
name of the Senator from Rhode Island
(Mr. REED) was added as a cosponsor of
S. 1532, a bill to ensure timely access to
affordable birth control for women.
S. 1617
At the request of Mr. ISAKSON, his
name was added as a cosponsor of S.
1617, a bill to prevent Hizballah and as-
sociated entities from gaining access
to international financial and other in-
stitutions, and for other purposes.
S. 1632
At the request of Ms. COLLINS, the
name of the Senator from Hawaii (Ms.
HIrONO) was added as a cosponsor of S.
1632, a bill to require a regional strat-
egy to address the threat posed by
Boko Haram.
S. 1659
At the request of Mr. LEAHY, the
names of the Senator from North Da-
kota (Ms. HEITKAMP), the Senator from
Hawaii (Ms. HIRONO) and the Senator
from Rhode Island (Mr. REED) were
added as cosponsors of S. 1659, a bill to
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amend the Voting Rights Act of 1965 to
revise the criteria for determining
which States and political subdivisions
are subject to section 4 of the Act, and
for other purposes.
S. 1709
At the request of Ms. WARREN, the
name of the Senator from Wisconsin
(Ms. BALDWIN) was added as a cospon-
sor of S. 1709, a bill to reduce risks to
the financial system by limiting banks’
ability to engage in certain risky ac-
tivities and limiting conflicts of inter-
est, to reinstate certain Glass-Steagall
Act protections that were repealed by
the Gramm-Leach-Bliley Act, and for
other purposes.
S. 1819
At the request of Mr. DAINES, the
name of the Senator from Alabama
(Mr. SESSIONS) was added as a cospon-
sor of S. 1819, a bill to improve security
at Armed Forces recruitment centers.
S. 1844
At the request of Mr. HOEVEN, the
name of the Senator from Florida (Mr.
NELSON) was added as a cosponsor of S.
1844, a bill to amend the Agricultural
Marketing Act of 1946 to provide for
voluntary country of origin labeling
for beef, pork, and chicken.
S. 1897
At the request of Mr. ScoTT, the
name of the Senator from New York
(Mrs. GILLIBRAND) was added as a co-
sponsor of S. 1897, a bill to help keep
law enforcement officers and commu-
nities safer by making grants to pur-
chase body worn cameras for use by
State, local, and tribal law enforce-
ment officers.
S. 1911
At the request of Ms. COLLINS, the
name of the Senator from Illinois (Mr.
KIrK) was added as a cosponsor of S.
1911, a bill to implement policies to end
preventable maternal, newborn, and
child deaths globally.
S. 1912
At the request of Mr. TESTER, the
name of the Senator from Hawaii (Ms.
HIRONO) was added as a cosponsor of S.
1912, a bill to protect the rights of In-
dian and Native Alaskan voters.
S. 1918
At the request of Mr. MENENDEZ, the
name of the Senator from Michigan
(Mr. PETERS) was added as a cosponsor
of S. 1918, a bill to amend the Endan-
gered Species Act of 1973 to extend the
import- and export-related provision of
that Act to species proposed for listing
as threatened or endangered under that
Act.
S. RES. 148
At the request of Mr. KIRK, the name
of the Senator from Maine (Ms. COL-
LINS) was added as a cosponsor of S.
Res. 148, a resolution condemning the
Government of Iran’s state-sponsored
persecution of its Baha’i minority and
its continued violation of the Inter-
national Covenants on Human Rights.
S. RES. 228
At the request of Ms. AYOTTE, the
name of the Senator from Connecticut
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(Mr. BLUMENTHAL) was added as a co-
sponsor of S. Res. 228, a resolution des-
ignating September 2015 as ‘‘National
Ovarian Cancer Awareness Month”.
AMENDMENT NO. 2547

At the request of Mr. HELLER, the
name of the Senator from Vermont
(Mr. LEAHY) was added as a cosponsor
of amendment No. 25647 intended to be
proposed to S. 754, an original bill to
improve cybersecurity in the United
States through enhanced sharing of in-
formation about cybersecurity threats,
and for other purposes.

AMENDMENT NO. 2548

At the request of Mr. HELLER, the
name of the Senator from Vermont
(Mr. LEAHY) was added as a cosponsor
of amendment No. 25648 intended to be
proposed to S. 754, an original bill to
improve cybersecurity in the United
States through enhanced sharing of in-
formation about cybersecurity threats,
and for other purposes.

———

STATEMENTS ON INTRODUCED
BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTIONS

By Mr. HATCH (for himself, Mr.
COATS, Mr. LANKFORD, and Mr.
BLUNT):

S. 1922. A bill to amend titles IT and
XVI of the Social Security Act to pro-
vide for quality reviews of benefit deci-
sions, and for other purposes; to the
Committee on Finance.

Mr. HATCH. Mr. President, I rise to
speak once again on the Social Secu-
rity Disability Insurance—or DI—Pro-
gram. As everyone in this Chamber
should know, the DI trust fund is pro-
jected to be exhausted next year. That
means, absent any change in law, we
will be seeing across-the-board benefit
cuts of close to 20 percent for DI bene-
ficiaries. Over the last several months,
I have come to the floor on a handful of
occasions to talk about this program
and the imminent depreciation of its
trust fund.

I have called on my colleagues on
both sides of the aisle to work with me
to address these issues. I will repeat
that call today.

In addition, today I have introduced
three separate bills that are designed
to help update and improve the admin-
istration of the DI program. As we talk
about solutions to address the deple-
tion of the DI trust fund, we should
also be talking about ways to update
the DI program, ways to make it easier
for beneficiaries who can and who de-
sire to return to work to be able to ex-
plore those opportunities and ways to
improve efforts to deter and prevent
waste and fraud.

The first bill I introduced today
would update and expand the Social Se-
curity Administration’s tools to deter
and punish fraudsters who cheat the
system. The second bill would author-
ize the Commissioner of SSA to provide
denied DI applicants with information
about employment support services
that are provided by both public agen-
cies and private nonprofit organiza-
tions.
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That information will help denied ap-
plicants find opportunities to reenter
the workforce, instead of continually
cycling through the DI application
process. The third bill would require
SSA to review hearing decisions by ad-
ministrative law judges to ensure that
they are following the law as well as
Social Security regulations and policy.
All three of these bills are designed to
improve the administration of this dis-
ability program and make it work bet-
ter for beneficiaries and taxpayers.
They will not, by themselves, solve all
of the program’s fiscal problems, but
they will improve the DI system.

More work will need to go into this
effort, and as chairman of the com-
mittee with jurisdiction over the DI
program, I am committed to solving
these problems and preventing the
massive benefit cuts we will see under
current law. I would like to point out
three things about my stated approach
to dealing with the DI program.

First, you will note I have not used
the word ‘‘crisis” to describe what is
happening with the DI trust fund. Sec-
ond, you would be hard-pressed to find
any proposal I have submitted that
could credibly be characterized as
“‘slashing” DI benefits. Third, nothing
I have put forward either today or in
the past could conceivably be thought
of as ‘‘privatizing” disability insur-
ance.

I have to point this out because a
number of people, including some of
my friends on the other side of the
aisle, have described the Republican ef-
forts to address the DI trust fund de-
pletion using some of those very same
words.

These individuals are currently more
interested in turning this issue and the
coming benefit cuts into a political
football than in actually solving the
problem. My question is, What good
will that do for the DI program or its
beneficiaries? It is not just the DI pro-
gram that has problems. Social Secu-
rity, in general, faces a number of sig-
nificant fiscal and policy challenges.

In their most recent report, the So-
cial Security board of trustees, which
includes several members of President
Obama’s Cabinet, recommended ‘‘that
lawmakers address the projected trust
fund shortfalls in a timely way in order
to phase in necessary changes gradu-
ally and give workers and beneficiaries
time to adjust to them.”

That says to me the sooner we act to
put Social Security on a sustainable
fiscal path the better it is for Ameri-
cans and their security. It clearly does
not mean we should ignore the finan-
cial problems facing Social Security or
kick the can down the road, hoping
some future Congress will get its act
together and solve the problems.

Of course, providing financial sus-
tainability to Social Security is easier
said than done. There are reasonable
disagreements over how best to address
Social Security’s fiscal shortfalls, in-
cluding different views on payroll tax
revenues that fund the program and
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how quickly promised benefits will
grow in the future. Yet we should not
limit the discussion to taxes and out-
lays.

We also should look at how the pro-
gram can be improved and brought up-
to-date. For example, the vocational
grids and medical guidelines that SSA
uses in the disability program are woe-
fully out of date, and much of the ex-
isting structure of Social Security’s re-
tirement program was developed long
ago, when labor markets and work pat-
terns were much different than they
are today.

We should be working to address all
of these challenges, both the fiscal and
policy challenges now, instead of put-
ting them off for later days. With re-
spect to the DI program in particular,
I have been working for some time now
to obtain input from experts and stake-
holders across the spectrum to figure
out how we can make the program
work better. Joined by House Ways and
Means Committee Chairman RYAN and
Social Security Subcommittee Chair-
man JOHNSON, I have solicited input
from stakeholders in various venues
and continue to welcome ideas or pro-
posals from anyone who wants to sub-
mit them.

The bills I have dropped today are
just the latest in a series of bills I have
introduced to help jump-start the dis-
cussion of DI reforms. We should not
sit idly by and wait for another financ-
ing cliff to appear around the end of
next year. As the Social Security
trustees made clear, the sooner Con-
gress acts to address these short-
comings, the better. Neither DI bene-
ficiaries nor taxpayers benefit from
lingering uncertainty about how the
impending trust fund depletion will be
resolved.

As I have said many times, I am
ready and willing to have this con-
versation. Sadly, up to now, I have
heard nothing in response from the
Obama administration and very little
from my colleagues on the other side of
the aisle. Anyone familiar with the
current state of the DI trust fund
would likely acknowledge that we are
going to have to reallocate resources
into the fund if we are going to prevent
the impending benefit cuts from hap-
pening next year.

Most proposals I have seen, including
those from the President’s budget, in-
volve a shuffling of money from Social
Security’s retirement fund to the DI
trust fund, but even if we have to re-
allocate resources to shore up the DI
program, we should not delay con-
fronting the obvious need for reform.
On this point, I will once again quote
the most recent report from the Social
Security trustees, which says, ‘‘Re-
allocation of resources in the absence
of substantive relief might serve to
delay DI reforms and much-needed cor-
rections for Social Security as a
whole.”

It is true that as many of my col-
leagues have noted, there have been bi-
partisan agreements to reallocate re-
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sources within Social Security in the
past. However, in virtually every case,
the reallocations were accompanied by
substantive policy changes. This time
should be no different. The last time
we reallocated resources from the re-
tirement to the DI trust fund, DI
awards were increasing unexpectedly
and Congress needed to examine the
reasons for this increase before acting
to change the way the DI system
worked.

At the time, most people agreed that
reforms were necessary and that the
reallocation would buy the time Con-
gress needed to come up with those re-
forms, get them enacted, and put the
trust fund on sound fiscal footing. That
was more than 20 years ago. Sadly,
though not surprisingly, Congress did
not follow through with the reforms,
and we now face another reserve deple-
tion in the trust fund.

Needless to say, doubling down on
the same strategy, a strategy that has
already failed to produce the needed
policy changes, is not a prudent course
of action. In my view, any resource re-
allocation that gets enacted must be
accompanied by changes in the DI pro-
gram. However, the President does not
seem to share this view. The adminis-
tration has called for a stand-alone re-
allocation of payroll tax receipts away
from the retirement and survivor’s
trust fund and into the DI trust fund.

This proposal would, depending on
the estimate, extend the life of the DI
program to the early 2030s, at which
point both Social Security trust funds,
disability and retirement, will be ex-
hausted at the same time, triggering
massive benefit cuts for all bene-
ficiaries. In fact, there are those who
would argue that the Social Security
retirement fund is already exhausted
and deeply in debt.

That is their idea of a responsible ap-
proach to a widely acknowledged fiscal
problem. Outside of the stand-alone re-
allocation scheme, the President’s
budget offers precious little in the way
of reforms to the DI program or Social
Security in general. In other words, the
Obama administration’s entire answer
to all of Social Security’s many fiscal
problems is literally to just let future
Congress’s and administrations deal
with those problems.

This, to me, would be the height of
irresponsibility. While it may not be
possible, absent some kind of resource
allocation, to keep the DI program’s
current promises between now and the
end of the year, we can and should take
meaningful steps now to improve the
program. That is my goal. I hope
enough of my colleagues share this
goal to make it a reality.

If we are going to get there, it is
going to require bipartisan cooperation
on both ends of Pennsylvania Avenue.
In other words, we are going to need to
see more from the administration than
we have seen thus far. It is already Au-
gust. Despite my repeated requests to
the administration and my friends on
the other side of the aisle to engage
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with me to work on this issue, I have
yet to hear a meaningful response. I
hope that will change.

There is no harm in discussing op-
tions. I am willing to discuss any and
all options to fix these problems. There
is, on the other hand, a great deal of
potential harm to DI beneficiaries if we
continue to ignore the problem while
waiting for a financial cliff to force
people’s hands. Once again, I urge my
friends on both sides of the aisle to en-
gage on this issue now, and do not wait
until it is too late to take meaningful
action.

————

AMENDMENTS SUBMITTED AND
PROPOSED

SA 2549. Mr. PETERS submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by him to the
bill S. 754, to improve cybersecurity in the
United States through enhanced sharing of
information about cybersecurity threats,
and for other purposes; which was ordered to
lie on the table.

SA 2550. Mr. PETERS submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by him to the
bill S. 754, supra; which was ordered to lie on
the table.

SA 2551. Mr. PETERS submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by him to the
bill S. 754, supra; which was ordered to lie on
the table.

SA 2552. Mr. COONS submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by him to the
bill S. 754, supra; which was ordered to lie on
the table.

SA 2553. Mr. SCHATZ submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by him to the
bill S. 754, supra; which was ordered to lie on
the table.

SA 2554. Mr. SCHATZ submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by him to the
bill S. 754, supra; which was ordered to lie on
the table.

SA 2555. Ms. HEITKAMP submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed by her
to the bill S. 754, supra; which was ordered to
lie on the table.

SA 2556. Mr. LEE (for himself, Mr. LEAHY,
Mr. DURBIN, and Mr. HELLER) submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed by him
to the bill S. 754, supra; which was ordered to
lie on the table.

SA 2557. Ms. MIKULSKI (for herself, Mr.
CARDIN, and Mr. WARNER) submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed by her
to the bill S. 754, supra; which was ordered to
lie on the table.

SA 2558. Mr. BENNET (for himself and Mr.
PORTMAN) submitted an amendment intended
to be proposed by him to the bill S. 754,
supra; which was ordered to lie on the table.

SA 2559. Mr. MANCHIN submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed by him
to the bill S. 754, supra; which was ordered to
lie on the table.

SA 2560. Mr. MANCHIN submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed by him
to the bill S. 754, supra; which was ordered to
lie on the table.

SA 2561. Mr. PAUL submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by him to the
bill S. 754, supra; which was ordered to lie on
the table.

SA 2562. Mr. PAUL submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by him to the
bill S. 754, supra; which was ordered to lie on
the table.

SA 2563. Mr. PAUL submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by him to the
bill S. 754, supra; which was ordered to lie on
the table.

SA 2564. Mr. PAUL submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by him to the
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bill S. 754, supra; which was ordered to lie on
the table.

SA 2565. Mr. PAUL submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by him to the
bill S. 754, supra; which was ordered to lie on
the table.

SA 2566. Mr. PAUL submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by him to the
bill S. 754, supra; which was ordered to lie on
the table.

SA 2567. Mr. PAUL submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by him to the
bill S. 754, supra; which was ordered to lie on
the table.

SA 2568. Mr. PAUL submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by him to the
bill S. 754, supra; which was ordered to lie on
the table.

SA 2569. Mr. PAUL submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by him to the
bill S. 754, supra; which was ordered to lie on
the table.

SA 2570. Mr. PAUL submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by him to the
bill S. 754, supra; which was ordered to lie on
the table.

SA 2571. Mr. PAUL submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by him to the
bill S. 754, supra; which was ordered to lie on
the table.

SA 2572. Mr. PAUL submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by him to the
bill S. 754, supra; which was ordered to lie on
the table.

SA 2573. Mr. FLAKE submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by him to the
bill S. 754, supra; which was ordered to lie on
the table.

SA 2574. Mr. HATCH submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by him to the
bill S. 754, supra; which was ordered to lie on
the table.

SA 2575. Ms. HIRONO submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by her to the
bill S. 754, supra; which was ordered to lie on
the table.

SA 2576. Mr. MARKEY submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed by him
to the bill S. 754, supra; which was ordered to
lie on the table.

SA 2577. Mr. MARKEY submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed by him
to the bill S. 754, supra; which was ordered to
lie on the table.

SA 2578. Mr. VITTER (for himself and Mr.
TESTER) submitted an amendment intended
to be proposed by him to the bill S. 754,
supra; which was ordered to lie on the table.

SA 2579. Mr. VITTER submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by him to the
bill S. 754, supra; which was ordered to lie on
the table.

SA 2580. Mr. FLAKE submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by him to the
bill S. 754, supra; which was ordered to lie on
the table.

SA 2581. Mr. COTTON submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by him to the
bill S. 754, supra; which was ordered to lie on
the table.

SA 2582. Mr. FLAKE (for himself and Mr.
FRANKEN) submitted an amendment intended
to be proposed by him to the bill S. 754,
supra; which was ordered to lie on the table.

SA 2583. Ms. BALDWIN submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed by her
to the bill S. 754, supra; which was ordered to
lie on the table.

SA 2584. Mr. BLUMENTHAL submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed by him
to the bill S. 754, supra; which was ordered to
lie on the table.

SA 2585. Mr. BLUMENTHAL submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed by him
to the bill S. 754, supra; which was ordered to
lie on the table.

SA 2586. Mr. HEINRICH (for himself and
Ms. HIRONO) submitted an amendment in-
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tended to be proposed by him to the bill S.
754, supra; which was ordered to lie on the
table.

SA 2587. Mr. LEAHY submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by him to the
bill S. 754, supra; which was ordered to lie on
the table.

SA 2588. Mrs. BOXER submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by her to the
bill S. 754, supra; which was ordered to lie on
the table.

SA 2589. Mr. MURPHY (for himself and Mr.
HATCH) submitted an amendment intended to
be proposed by him to the bill S. 754, supra;
which was ordered to lie on the table.

SA 2590. Mr. CARDIN (for himself, Ms. MI-
KULSKI, Mr. WARNER, Mr. KAINE, and Ms.
BALDWIN) submitted an amendment intended
to be proposed by him to the bill S. 754,
supra; which was ordered to lie on the table.

SA 2591. Mr. SANDERS submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed by him
to the bill S. 754, supra; which was ordered to
lie on the table.

SA 2592. Mr. PAUL submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by him to the
bill S. 754, supra; which was ordered to lie on
the table.

SA 2593. Mr. DURBIN submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by him to the
bill S. 754, supra; which was ordered to lie on
the table.

SA 2594. Mr. DURBIN submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by him to the
bill S. 754, supra; which was ordered to lie on
the table.

SA 2595. Mr. DURBIN submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by him to the
bill S. 754, supra; which was ordered to lie on
the table.

SA 2596. Mr. DURBIN submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by him to the
bill S. 754, supra; which was ordered to lie on
the table.

SA 2597. Mrs. SHAHEEN submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed by her
to the bill S. 754, supra; which was ordered to
lie on the table.

SA 2598. Mr. FRANKEN submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed by him
to the bill S. 754, supra; which was ordered to
lie on the table.

SA 2599. Mr. FRANKEN submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed by him
to the bill S. 754, supra; which was ordered to
lie on the table.

SA 2600. Mr. FRANKEN submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed by him
to the bill S. 754, supra; which was ordered to
lie on the table.

SA 2601. Mr. FRANKEN submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed by him
to the bill S. 754, supra; which was ordered to
lie on the table.

SA 2602. Mr. FRANKEN submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed by him
to the bill S. 754, supra; which was ordered to
lie on the table.

SA 2603. Mr. KIRK (for himself and Mrs.
GILLIBRAND) submitted an amendment in-
tended to be proposed by him to the bill S.
754, supra; which was ordered to lie on the
table.

SA 2604. Mr. COATS submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by him to the
bill S. 754, supra; which was ordered to lie on
the table.

SA 2605. Ms. WARREN submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed by her
to the bill S. 754, supra; which was ordered to
lie on the table.

SA 2606. Ms. WARREN submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed by her
to the bill S. 754, supra; which was ordered to
lie on the table.

SA 2607. Ms. WARREN submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed by her
to the bill S. 754, supra; which was ordered to
lie on the table.
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